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Since then, I have had the good fortune of collaborating with Profes-
sor Tarlock. He was the ideal sounding board and guide. Without fail, he 
shaped and improved our positions—always grounding them in the context 
of other disputes and his deep understanding of the Court’s decisions—and 
always with his characteristic smile and his practical, balanced, and princi-
pled approach to water law.
But Professor Tarlock brings far more than the deep knowledge of 
state water laws and the Supreme Court’s decisions in interstate water dis-
putes. Indeed, one cannot help but be struck by both the breadth and depth 
of his knowledge, and the tendency to encounter Professor Tarlock at the 
leading edge of many different subjects. For instance, in my representation 
of the National Water Supply Alliance, a membership organization focused 
on the water supply program and policies of the United States Army Corps 
of Engineers, I discovered (once again) that Professor Tarlock has played a 
leading role, in this case through his service to a standing committee of the 
National Research Council to advise the Corps on multiple issues, includ-
ing revisions to the Principles and Guidelines that federal agencies use to 
evaluate and prioritize our Nation’s investment in water resources projects. 
We have all benefited from his generosity in using his unique knowledge 
and experience to contribute to such efforts, and thus to improve the man-
agement of our nation’s resources.
We will miss Professor Tarlock when he retires, but his contributions 
will be enduring. As the next generation of water lawyers search for inno-
vative solutions to difficult problems—and to adapt old laws to new cir-
cumstances and new challenges—I have no doubt that Professor Tarlock’s 
work will continue to guide their thinking, just as it has mine.
